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WASHINGTON’S “SECRET” 
EDUCATION PROGRAM 


On July 3, 1961, Representative William H. Ayres of Ohio stirred up a hornet’s nest among in- 
formed Americans by calling attention to the National Office Of Education’s pamphlet entiled A 
Federal Education Agency For The Future. In an Asociated Press report from Washington, Rep. Ayres 
called the pamphlet ‘ta master plan for the federal control of education.’”’ The news article said further: 











“Rep. William H. Ayres said he would urge the public in a nationally televised statement Wed- 
nesday to write the Office of Education demanding copies. . . 


“ “We are not issuing copies to the public right now,’ a secretary in the office of an agency 
spokesman, Russell Wood, told a reporter. Wood is assistant to the Office of Education’s executive of- 
ficer, John F. Hughes. 


‘, . . If the Office of Education continues to refuse copies to the public, (Ayres) said he will 
‘suggest that that the superintendent of public documents print them at the general printing office.’ He 
said the Office of Education by-passed the printing office in publishing limited issues. 


“Ayres said 2,000 copies were originally printed ‘as a confidential memo to a few 
people’ and that he secured a copy with some difficulty after protesting the private dis- 
tribution. 


“. . Ayres said the pamphlet makes it clear that President Kennedy’s $2.5 bil- 
lion aid-to-education bill (which was recently defeated. Ed.) .. is only the beginning. 


“He predicted that the office of education would need 50,000 employees within the next 10 
years ‘if they did everything they claim they are going to do’ in the pamphlet.” 


It is easy to recognize that in the best interests of the security of the nation, certain information 
and documents must be kept secret. But when the bureaucratic planners seek to shield even duly 
elected representatives of the people from their monopolistic enterprises, it is time the public began to 
investigate their activities. Christian Crusade has obtained a copy of the hitherto secret publication 
#OE-10010 entitled A Federal Education Agency For The Future. A quick appraisal by Christian Cru- 
sade’s research staff was sufficient to explain why the socialistic planners wanted to keep their plans 
under wraps until the public was more “conditioned” to accept them. 





PROPOSED FEDERAL THOUGHT CONTROL 


There is every indication that the Office of Educa- 
tion wasn’t really worried about its pamphlet until it 
came under attack in well presented rebuttal. As with 
all socialistic schemes, it could not endure the light of 
truth. Congressman G. P. Lipscomb of California, in 
the House of Representatives, took issue with the claim 
of the bureaucrats that no federal control is involved 
in federal aid to education. He used quotes from the 
semi-secret booklet as his source of information and 
called it “A proposed blueprint for federal takeover of 
education, a blueprint for Federal thought control in 
America.” 


After the contents of Congressman Lipscomb’s re- 
port were made public, the Wall Street Journal, June 
23, 1961, printed an article based on the same booklet 
and drew the following conclusions: 


“, . . The implication, clearly, is Federal 
control of the Nation’s schools. 


“For what is the sense of having a federally 
determined educational policy if the Govern- 
ment does not enforce it? Who can ignore the 
prompting of a self-appointed national con- 
science that had the power to compel obedi- 
ence? Similarly, what good are goals if society 
does not move toward them? Presumably, the 
national observers would see to that. 


“In order to make such a system work, the 
proposed Federal Agency would have to regu- 
late every aspect of education right down to the 
teacher, the classroom and the textbook. 


“Here, then, is a bureaucratic dream of 
pupils, teachers and parents assembled in one 
big classroom, responding to the national pur- 
pose laid down by their all-wise Federal Govern- 
ment. And since the only purpose apparent in 
Washington these days is aggrandizement of the 
Government and centralization of power at the 
expense of individual freedom, the vision of 
the dreamers is consistent and nightmarish. 


“Logic and experience show beyond doubt 
that Federal Aid is followed by Federal Control. 
All the same, it’s useful for the Nation to have, 
from the education planners themselves, this 
blueprint for a Federal takeover.” 


In general, the Office of Education’s plan repeated- 
ly stresses Federal action in formulating educational 
policies. It recommends review of our curriculums, 
teacher preparation and textbooks. It calls for inter- 
national education projects and closer relationships with 
UNESCO. It advocates social scientists as advisors in 
the Office of Education and recommends an enlarged 
Office of Education. Believing the public has a perfect 
right to know what the political planners in Washing- 
ton are up to, we will expose some of the ideas pro- 
mulgated in the booklet the socialist planners don’t 
want you to see. 
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A WHOLE NEW EDUCATION PROGRAM 


On page 32 of the report A Federal Education 
Agency For The Future. the planners indicate that the 
Federal Government ‘must assume a new role” in the 
education field. Bureaucrats are told to prepare them- 
selves to “assume larger responsibilities in carrying out 
Federal policy.” On page 40, the eggheads claim that 
“curriculums will have to undergo continual reshaping 
and upgrading.” Ambitious government planners are 
told that the Office of Education “must be a striking 
force, ready to move along the education problem front 
at home and abroad.” They are told that they have yet 
to achieve a position within the Federal Government 
that “reflects complete recognition of their ultimate 
mission” in the Office of Education. These power-mad 
government planners further speak of themselves as the 
“voice of the Nation’s educational consicience.” 


NOT JUST SERVICE — CONTROL 


The men who planned this proposed “National 
thought-control” program were honest enough to sug- 
gest that the title of the Office of Education be changed 
to reflect the new purpose of the program. On page 
9 in their booklet they said: 


“The Committee recommends that the name of the 
Office of Education be changed to the U.S. Education 
Agency. This step should be taken at once to reflect 
the more active role of this unit of Government, and to 
aknowledge the importance attached to education by 
the Government of the United States. We recognize 
that consistent application of Federal terminology, in 
accord with recommendations of the Hoover Com- 
mission, might argue for the term ‘Service’ rather 
than ‘Agency.’ We feel, however, that the term ‘Ser- 
vice’ has connotations in the context of the traditional 
activities of the agency that would give a misleading 
impression of the nature of the organization contem- 
plated. As vital as service is in the traditional sense, 
the committee feels that it now constitutes but one of 
the major functions of the agency.” 


In other words, the purpose of this pro- 
posed agency is not primarily one of service, 
even though it is not bluntly and openly stated, 
it is evident that the primary function is Fed- 
eral control of education which has traditionally 
been in the hands of citizens at the local level 
throughout our nation. 


On page 39, the Government-control advocates 


said further: “ ... The schools of tomorrow must 
prepare their students for living in a world of contit- 
uous change...” The Federal planners were told that 
they must give greater attention to studies which will 
“prepare students to understand the world of tomot- 
row. 


(See “EDUCATION” on Page 7) 
August 4, 1961 
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An impartial analysis of political, SEC and aN events in the critical areas of the 
world, derived from confidential sources, with emphasis on facts that have not been made 
public. Editor: Major General C. A. Willoughby, U.S.A. Ret. Writer. Publisher. Lecturer. 

MacArthur's Chief of Intelligence 1939-1951. Washington Representative Christian Crusade. 


DIGEST OF CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS 


THE DECLINE OF THE WEST 


Editor’s Note: This issue contains the address delivered 
on Aug. 5th, on the program for the “Third Annual National 
Convention” of Christian Crusade. The material is taken 
from your Editor’s testimony before Congressional Commit- 
tees, in formal Hearings, viz: 


Senate Foreign Relations. Hearings: May 2/58 pp 455-503 
House Foreign Affairs. Hearings: March 1/60 pp 737-778 
Senate Appropriations. Hearings: June 14/60 pp 594-621. 


The general trend of this testimony is reflected in my 
articles in various magazines, including the CHRISTIAN 
CRUSADE magazine. It has all been said before. 


It is evident, historically, that the current critical situation 
is one of evolution since 1918, and that the Administration 
inherited rather than created current problems. It is equally 
evident that the root of current evils is in the global am- 
bitions of Communism as an ideology, and the Mongoloid- 
Panslavism of the Kremlin which supports it militarily — a 
continuation of Czarist Policy. See WEEKLY CRUSADER, 
“Karl Marx Hated and Feared Russia,” Issues 26 and 27. 


The band-wagon jumpers have suddenly become appre- 
hensive — or profess to be aware of our deteriorating, geo- 
political position. The facts of life were recognized by some 
of us long ago. 


The chronic, built-in weakness of NATO was covered by 
me as early as 1952 and reiterated thereafter (See WEEKLY 
CRUSADER, issues: 3, 4, 12, 17 and 35). The cancer of 
Berlin was exposed beginning with 1957 (See The WEEKLY 
CRUSADER, issues 16, 17, 22, 26 and 35). The whole disas- 
trous range of Latin American problems, including Cuba, is 
tte Pg WEEKLY CRUSADER, issues: 5, 6, 8, 12, 15, 

, 31 and 33. 


The New York Times Book Re 


BEN. MacARTHUR’S DECADE OF Gi 


A Revealing, Authoritative Account 
ce Se) ee 


1951-1961 


INTRODUCTION: NEW YORK TIMES 
BOOK REVIEW. OCT. 3, 1954 


By way of introduction, I am an Army officer, re- 
tired after forty years of service, in the grade of Major- 
General. The highlights of my career can probably be 
listed as follows: 

Service along the Mexican Border, 1916 

Service in World War I, with the Ist Div. AEF, 
1917/1918 

Diplomatic Service in South America, 1921-1929 

Intructor in our Service Schools, 1930-1939 

MacArthur’s Chief of Intelligence, 1941-1951 

I retired in the wake of MacArthur’s dismissal and 
wrote a book on the ten years of his service in the 
Pacific, largely to rebut the smear campaign that was 
waged against him and was revived again just recently. 





MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1960 








HEARINGS 


BEFORE THE 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


EIGHTY-SIXTH CONGRESS 
SECOND SESSION 
ON 


DRAFT LEGISLATION TO AMEND FURTHER THE MUTUAL 
SECURITY ACT OF 1954, AS AMENDED, 
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 





HEARINGS: COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 1960 


I appeared before several Congressional Commit- 
tees recently: the House Foreign Affairs; the Senate 
Foreign Relations; and the Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittees. These Committees interrogate anywhere from 
20 to 30 witnesses, beginning with the top-brass of the 
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State Department, the Executive Agencies, and the 
Pentagon. The printed Hearings on the “Mutual Se- 
curity Act of 1960” covered over a thousand (1000) 
pages. Mere reading time, without any attempt at criti- 
cal analysis, would require 6,000 minutes or 100 hours, 
representing twelve (12) eight-hour working days. My 
own testimony on March 14, 1960, required 45 pages 
in print, with maps and illustrations, some of which 
will be shown tonight. 


This is democracy in action, in terms of the 
daily grind, in hours of hard work in Commit- 
tees who are literally overwhelmed with work 
and at a gross disadvantage, with limited staffs, 
to compete with the Executive Agencies which 
appear with highly paid specialists and skilled 
orators, presenting all sorts of schemes which 
your Congressmen attempt to unravel and re- 
duce to reasonable proportions in defense of the 
taxpayer. 


I pause to pay tribute to your own Representatives, 
the Oklahoma Delegation: Senators Robert S. Kerr and 
A. S. Mike Monroney. Representatives Page Belcher; 
Ed Edmonson; Carl Albert; Tom Steed; John Jarman; 
and Victor Wickersham. 


STATEMENT BY MAJ. GEN. 
CHARLES A. WILLOUGHBY, RET. 


You are familiar with Congressional Hearings on 
your television screen. Just imagine yourself in that 
setting. You are the Committee. I am your witness — 
except that I am not a fifth-amendment refugee or an 
evasive labor racketeer. Your Congress is obviously 
worried about the success of international Communism, 
from Cuba to the Congo, under the direction of the 
Kremlin. Nevertheless, this historical development 
should not have come in the nature of a surprise. Con- 
gressional Hearings have produced a gold mine of fac- 
tual information and reliable data. 


The Russian menace is old and of long standing. 
I quote from a famous historical forecast. On March 
6, 1856, Commodore C. H. Perry, United States Navy, 
addressed the “Geographical Society of Massachusetts.” 
The Commodore had just returned from his epoch- 
making trip to Japan. This is what he said, in part: 


FORECAST OF THE RUSSO-AMERICAN 
CONFLICT: 1856 


“, . . It requires no sage to predict events 
so strongly foreshadowed to us all; still ‘West- 
ward’ will ‘the course of empire take its way.’ 
But the last act of the drama is yet to be un- 
folded; and notwithstanding the reasoning of 
political empirics, Westward, Northward and 
Southward, to me it seems that the people of 
America will, in some form or other, extend 
their dominion and their power until they shall 
have brought within their mighty embrace mul- 
titudes of the Islands of the great Pacifics and 
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placed the Saxon race upon the Eastern shore 
of Asia. 


And I think too, that Eastward and South. 
ward, her great rival in aggrandizement — Rus- 
sia — will stretch forth her power to the coasts 
of Siam and China. 


And thus the Saxon and the Cossack will 
meet. Will it be in friendship? I fear not. 


The antagonistic exponents of freedom and 
absolutism thus must meet at last and then will 
be fought the mighty battle on which the world 
will look with breathless interest. For on its 
issue will depend the freedom or the slavery of 
the world .. .” 


Perry’s forecast of a century ago was correct. All 
this has happened in one form or another. The Saxon 
and the Cossack have met in North Korea in 1951 and 
they are facing each other today on the issues of Berlin 
and the captive peoples of Europe. 


Almost within the same month, the forecast of 
Commodore Perry was seconded by another and greater 
authority on Russia. Karl Marx was correspondent of 
the “New York Daily Tribune,” writing from London 
1855-1856. Marx hated and feared Czarist Russia. He 
had no idea that Moscow should ever become the capi- 
tal of world Communism: he preferred Paris, Berlin 
or London. Against the background of the Turkish 
crisis and Russian drive for Constantinople and an out- 
let to the Mediterranean, if you substitute “Comstantin- 
ople” (then) for “Berlin” (now), you will have a 
devastating appraisal that is as valid today as it was a 
hundred years ago. 


KARL MARX FORECASTS RUSSIAN EXPANSION 


We have selected some of Marx’s brilliant thoughts 
on this subject, viz: 


“Panslavism is Russian Imperialism .. . a 
movement directed against Europe which would 
destroy all cultural values that history has cre- 
ated through thousands of years. 


This could not be achieved without eradicat- 
ing Austria, Hungary, Turkey and a major part 
of Germany from the political map. . .” 


The fratricidal West played right into Russian 
hands through World War I and II. 


CZARIST AND COMMUNIST DIALECTICS 


“, .. There is only one way of dealing with 
an absolute power like Russia and that is by 
absolute fearlessness. 


“, .. A system of intimidation is less expen- 
sive than actual warfare .. . 


“, . . Russia hands the Western Chancel- 
leries diplomatic notes — like throwing bones 
to a dog — while she uses the opportunity to 
gain more time (and space) .. .” 


August 4, 1961 
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CZARIST POLICY OF INTIMIDATION 
AND BLACKMAIL 


. The Czar relied to the end on the in- 
timidation of Turkey and the Powers that sup- 
ported it, France and England .. . 


. - The Western powers have shown their 
fear of Russia with every step, a fear on which 
the Czar and his advisors have always relied . . . 
Intimidated . . . they have done their best to cre- 
ate the very evil of which they were afraid .. .” 


This is the game that Stalin and Khrushchev have 
played since 1945! 


MARX RECOGNIZES A RUSSIAN GAMBIT 


‘“, . . Russian incursions into Europe will 
probably be limited to diplomacy and political 
intrigues, carried out with unscrupulous arro- 
gance and supported by weakness and faint- 
heartedness (of the opponents) .. .” 


These facts recognized by Marx in 1856 are remi- 
niscent of Russian policy today and the attitude of the 
Western powers. Without exaggerating the analogy, 
we should like to add that we have here a clear parallel 
in the position of Berlin in the current conflict between 
the Kremlin and the West. 

On another occasion, Karl Marx sharply attacked 
the historical “westward drive” of the Czars. His point 
becomes crystal clear on the accompanying map. 


CZARIST PANSLAVISM — COMMUNIST 
PAN-COMMUNISM, U.S.S.R. EXPANSIONS: 
1700-1939 / 1945-1960 


“, . . Czarist Russia complains of Western 
expansion. Examine the extent of Russian ter- 
ritorial conquests since Peter the Great... . 


“The Russian frontiers have moved westward 
700 miles, in direction of Berlin, Dresden and 
Vienna, 639 miles in direction of Stockholm and 
1000 miles in direction of Teheran .. .” 


This is a clear definition of the aims of Czarist 
Russia — which have been carried much further by the 
Commissars as of 1945 and the Kremlin today. The 
Russians are inside Berlin today. Dresden is occupied 
by a Russian stooge. Stockholm is threatened via sub- 
jugated Finland. The Commies are closing in on 
Teheran by way of Iraq and the regicides of Baghdad. 

If you feel that quotations from 1856 are “ancient 
or obsolete,” I am in a position to give you something 
more recent, against the background of the Spanish 
Civil War 1936-1939. It was Stalin’s first attempt to 
reach deep into the Western world. Spain was split 
into a Communist controlled Republican North and a 
conservative Catholic South. Huge Russian arms ship- 
ments and technical advisers backed the Red North 
while the South, under General Franco, got substantial 
help from Germany and Italy. This same game has 
been played ever since —in Korea in 1951, in Laos 
and the Congo in 1960. 
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WHY THE SURPRISE? 
ADVANCE WARNING FEB. 21, 1943 


The Spanish Government, dangling between the 
devil and the deep sea — between Hitler’s Armies and 
the British “Navicerts” — expressed its fears about Rus- 
sia and the virus of international Communism in a 
memorandum addressed by Count Jordana, the Foreign 
Minister to the British Ambassador in Madrid, in the 
expectation that it would be relayed to the Government. 


GENERAL FRANCO TO THE 
BRITISH AMBASSADOR 


. - « We can see events with great impar- 
tiality ... 


66 


*, .. If the course of the war continues un- 


altered it is evident that the Russian Armies 
will penetrate deeply into German territory. If 
this occurs, the major peril to the continent 
(and to England) will be a Sovietized Germany 
which will release to Russia its secrets and manu- 
factures of war, its engineers, technicians and 
specialists giving Russia the opportunity to cre- 
ate a fabulous Empire from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific.” 


Franco’s forecast of 1943 was correct. It accurately 
describes the situation as of 1961. The Russians have 
split Germany. German technicians have fallen into 
the hands of the Russian slavedrivers and their know- 
how became apparent in the whine of the “first” Sput- 
niks. The missile gap, which we acknowledge, slowly 
and painfully began right then and there. 


With the idiotic connivance of the Allies at Yalta, 
Teheran and Potsdam, the Russians were permitted to 
communize a belt of formerly independent nations from 
the Baltic to the Mediterranean. The fatuous West has 
been pushed to a precarious defensive line, from Den- 
mark to Switzerland. The net result of this develop- 
ment is evident in the map showing the extension of 
the Communist bloc, reproduced on page 6. 
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STEPS IN EXTENSION OF THE 
COMMUNIST BLOCK 


The expansion of Russian power, in terms of global 
communism, is a shattering development of World 
Wars I & II. Blindly supported by the fatuous West, 
this modern, geopolitical Frankenstein threatens to de- 
stroy its creators. 


This development was foreseen by many political 
observers, notably Senator Styles Bridges, who said 
years ago: 


“, . . The American contribution was de- 
cisive in winning World War II. Without Amer- 
ica, the Soviet regime could not have survived. 
We failed to use the immense strength in our 
hands to guarantee an equitable peace. Before 
the war was over, we sacrificed two of our Allies 
— Poland and Yugoslavia. At Yalta, we con- 
signed half of Europe to the Russians. We sur- 
rendered to Moscow total domination over Bul- 
garia, Rumania and Hungary. 


a” Communists now control the earth, 
from the heart of Western Europe eastward to 
our own territory of Alaska. The Communist 
conspiracy now dominates the largest land-mass 
and the greatest number of peoples ever brought 
under single control, in all mortal history .. .” 


The real causes for this disastrous development are 
historically much older: It began with World War I. 
The punitive Treaty of Versailles (1918) eliminated 
the German and Austrian Empires — traditional buffer 
states against Czarist westward expansion. I have quoted 
Karl Marx on that factor. The entry of the U. S. in 
World War I destroyed a delicate power balance that 
kept the peace for forty years from 1870-1914, and 
provided the political and social platforms which 
launched Hitler, Mussolini and Stalin. Surely, the 
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world of 1914, of William II and Francis Joseph of 
Austria, was a better world than that of Stalin and 
Khrushchev, as of 1950 or 1961. 


We pushed into Europe for the second time in 
World War II with even more disastrous consequences, 
The equally fatal and punitive agreements at Yalta, 
Teheran and Potsdam (1945) not only confirmed the 
loot Stalin acquired through his criminal pact with 
Hitler-— but added more territories and established 
Russia as the dominant world power today. 


On June 16/61 the State Dept. released the hither- 
to secret Cairo-Teheran papers. They throw a glaring, 
shocking light on the direct responsibility of the U. S. 
for the post-war expansion of Communist Russia. 





Stalin and FDR at Teheran 


STALIN AND ROOSEVELT AT TEHERAN 


Here follow extracts from the notes of the official 
State Department interpreter who sat at Roosevelt's 
side (1943), Charles E. Bohlen, who was later to sit 
at Kennedy’s side in Vienna, in 1961. 


Roosevelt was wrong in every instance. This be- 
comes depressingly evident as one reads the shocking 
details of Cairo and Teheran and demonstrates the 
danger to responsible Government inherent in “one- 
man diplomacy,” which has become a practice in the 
White House. 


ONE MAN DIPLOMACY AT TEHERAN 
SELL-OUT OF THE BALTIC STATES 


. . « The President said to Stalin that he 
fully realized the three Baltic Republics (Latvia, 
Esthonia and Lithuana) had in history and 
again more recently (Hitler Pact) been a part 
of Russia. 


. The President added jokingly that when 
the Soviet Armies re-occupied these areas, he 
did not intend to go to war with the Soviet 
Union on this point .. .” 


Editor’s Note: This timely article “The Decline of the West” 
will be continued in next week’s WEEKLY CRUSADER, Vol. 1, 
No. 42. Important subjects to be covered include: The Legacy of 
Potsdam, Teheran and Yalta; Defense—The Berlin Dilemma; U.S. 
Foreign Policy, etc. 
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3 “EDUCATION” (Continued from Page 2) 


In order to accomplish this, teacher preparation, 
textbooks and curriculum in subject fields related to this 
* aim must be improved in the decade ahead, according 
to the dictates of the Federal education planners. 
_ Among the “new functions” contemplated by the power- 
hungry bureaucrats is “developing international under- 
standing in American schools.” 


p PREPARATION THROUGH PROPAGANDA 


Those who framed this blueprint for Federal con- 
- trol of education were not naive enough to believe 
that informed and thinking Americans would meekly 
"accept their plan if they really knew what was happen- 
| ing. Therefore, before foisting their program on the 
_ American public they planned a vast propaganda cam- 

paign to misinform the public. They outlined their 
- subterfuge in these words: 
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“Every modern communications medium, 
including films and television, must be brought 
to bear in support of the Agency’s efforts in 
the years ahead.” 


During 1958, Congressman Ralph Guinn cited 
“Section 18, U.S. Code 1913, and commented “It is 
unlawful for any department of the federal govern- 
ment to publicize and propagandize its services to build 
"up appropriations for itself. It is contrary to law unless 
“appropriations are made specifically for that purpose.” 
_ Of course, the bureaucrats do not ask appropriations in 
order to propagandize their plans of constant expan- 
sion. 


FALLACIOUS GOVERNMENT FINANCE 


Already overburdened taxpayers would immediately 

_ squelch the idea of this increased confiscatory taxation 

_if they knew the true purpose of these grand education 

plans. Therefore, the new education planners must 

enlist every propaganda medium to bamboozle the tax- 

“payer, the parents of school children, and virtually all 
Americans before their plan can succeed. 


Someday Americans will learn that the Federal 
Government has no funds to spend except those funds 
which it takes from the individual taxpayer. Big 
‘government can do nothing for us that we cannot do 
better for ourselves, except possibly spend money fool- 
‘ishly. One of the fallacies promoted by the booklet 
A Federal Education Agency For The Future is the idea 
that the federal government is better able to finance 
education than the individual states. The authors of 
‘the report speak of “the substantial revenue available 
to the federal government as opposed to those available 
to the states and localities.” 


Congressman Lipscomb, on the floor of the House 
on June 8, exposed the irony of this thinking. He said, 
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“I wonder if the authors of this report are aware of the 
fact that the federal government has amassed a national 
debt of over $290 billion.” Congressman Noah Mason 
of Illinois has pointed out that “there is absolutely no 
need for federal aid to education . . . The federal debt 
is far greater than the public debt of all our states and 
all of our local governments.” 


How could it be more logical and economical for the 
government to get the money from the states, take out 
their wasteful bureaucratic administrative expenses in 
Washington, and then dish back a mere pittance to the 
states? What they’re really after is increased unconsti- 
tutional federal control over our lives and liberties. 


GOVERNMENT SHOULD FACE FACTS 


But, the federal planners cry, local and state govern- 
ments are not spending enough on education and, as 
a result, schools are suffering! The facts show that 
this is not true! An editorial in the Tulsa World, June 


25, 1961 said: 


“Classroom ‘need’ is estimated in each year 
of the next decade at 61,000 units. During the 
5 years between 1955 and 1959 local school 
districts constructed an average 67,260 class- 
rooms. 


**, . . Classroom ‘overpopulation’ is seanda- 
lous, according to the high-pressure education- 
ists. Yet the record shows that we are now edu- 
cating 36,400,000 students in local public 
schools — a 42 per cent increase since 1930 — 
and are providing 1,455,000 teachers to con- 
duct classes. The teacher count is 65 per cent 
higher than in 1930 and the teacher-pupil ratio 
has declined to 1 per 25 students. 

“, .. Moreover, according to a recent special 
survey of the U.S. Office of Education . . . the 
nation is meeting its school needs in 99.4 per 
cent of the existing school districts. 


“Does that six-tenths of one per-cent lack in 
all the school districts justify the expenditure of 
$2.5 billion and the Federal controls that go 
with it?” 

The above was written in opposition to the just- 
defeated Federal-Aid to Education bill but clearly points 
out how erroneous and misleading some facts and 
figures emanating from Washington can really be. 


DOES MONEY MEAN EDUCATION? 


Since the turn of the century, enrollment in our 
schools has doubled, national income has multiplied 
25-fold and school expenditures have multiplied 60 
times. During our lifetime, percapita expenditures 
for public school purposes has risen from $10 to $90, 
and the percentage of national income going into pub- 
lic education has more than tripled. All of this shows 
that spending more money does not necessarily improve 
education. The quality of the education is vitally im- 
portant. You can’t turn out educated young people 
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while feeding them an academic diet of “how to act on 
a date” and other similar subjects. 


Dr. Arthur Bestor, Professor of History at the Uni- 
versity of Illinois and former president of the Council 
for Basic Education, hit the core of the problem in an 
interview which was reported in the U.S. News and 
W orld Report, January 24, 1958. He said: 


“Primarily it’s a lack of clear purpose in 
education . . . It doesn’t make sense to write a 
blank check payable to the order of the very 
educationists who have brought us to our pres- 
ent pass... If there is simply a free-handed 
pumping of federal funds in the local school 
systems, much of it will be siphoned off into the 
trivialities that educationists have been promot- 
ing in the past... What I fear is that control of 
the new emergency programs will . . . be seized 
by the very same educationalists who have pro- 
duced our present difficulties. Then we will 
really be in trouble.” 


SUCH CONTROL IS UNCONSTITUTIONAL 


In addition to all the foregoing, the great Federal 
Education Agency For The Future is unconstitutional. 
In the Alaska Statehood Act, Congress provided that 
“the schools and colleges provided for in this Act shall 
forever remain under the exclusive control of the 
state or its governmental subdivisions.” 


In volume 10 of the works of Thomas Jefferson 
he is recorded as saying: 


“Education is here placed among the articles of 
public care, not that it would be proposed to take its 
ordinary branches out of the hands of private enter- 
prise, which manages so much better all the concerns 
to which it is equal; but a public institution can alone 
supply those sciences which, though rarely called for, 
are yet necessary to complete the circle, all the parts 
of which contribute to the improvement of the country, 
and some of them to its preservation . . . I suppose an 
amendment to the constitution, by consent of the states 
necessary, because the objects now recommended are 
not among those enumerated in the constitution, and 
to which it permits the public moneys to be applied.” 


Considering that other states than Alaska have 
provisions similar to those of the 49th state, were the 
“Federal Education Agency For The Future” to be- 
come an actuality, it would require a gigantic usurpa- 
tion of authority by the federal government. 


FEDERAL CONTROL TRIED; FAILED 


The 1958 National Defense Education Act was, 
to a degree, federal control over education within our 
nation. Professor Claude J. Bartlett of the George 
Peabody College for Teachers, Nashville, Tennessee 
was directly involved in two guidance and counselling 
institutes under Tittle 5 of this Act. He is recorded in 
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Human Events, March 10, 1961, as saying the follow- 
ing concerning the results of this federal control: 


“In our institute last year, the standards for ad- 
mission of students were lowered as a result of pressure 
from the government. We could not find as many 
qualified students who were free to attend the institute 
as we had agreed to train in our contract with the U.S. 
Office of Education . . . The rigidity of the federal 
government policies would not allow us the freedom 
to make changes in the curriculum and administration 
in order to improve the quality of the institute . . . The 
U.S. Office of Education refused to permit changes in 
the plan of operation even though the changes did not 
affect the cost of the institute as specified in the con- 
tract. Thus the federal government dictated curricu- 
lum and administration of the institute as well as fi- 
nancial arrangements. The policies of the federal 
government interfered with freedom of the college to 
appoint personne! to the staff of the institute which 
were in the best interests of the total operation of the 
college...” 


Hitler, Stalin, Khrushchev and Castro have 
all imposed a national education system which 
eliminated, or eliminates from the schools all 
except that which the dictator wants their sub- 
jects to know. Informed Americans who will 
study the pages of A Federal Education Agency 
For The Future will find the seeds of just such a 
program of brainwashing outlined for the peo- 
ple of the United States. When power-minded 
politicians set out to brainwash the public, they 
do it in the guise of helping the people. It is 
apparent that those “braintrusters” who are 
promoting federal aid propaganda are inter- 
ested only in centralized control and this interest 
blinds them to any recognition of the fact that 
the states and local communities have been rap- 


idly solving the backlog school problem. 


AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA AAA AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA AAA 
ADDITIONAL WEEKLY CRUSADERS AVAILABLE 


Many alert WEEKLY CRUSADER readers have ordered additional copies. of 
past issues for distribution among civic clubs, church groups and municipal 
authorities. Thus, they perform a vital patriotic service among their friends 
and acquaintances. 


WHILE THEY LAST, you may secure additional copies of the 
WEEKLY CRUSADER at the following bulk rate. 


5:35 Sees qe _......-----§.25 Oath 
11 to 50 copies —________ ee 
51 and over eee, 


Christian Crusade - Tulsa 2, Oklahoma 


Yes, | want to order _..__. additional copies of the WEEKLY CRUSADER 


No. wa . | enclosed $ .. to cover cost. 

Name ; cS : = sib caca Stay 

Address : Se Re eee Sea 
CNet enna Cee eee eee = 


oY en ee ae oD aaa DADADDAADMADDDAADNAADNDADDANANNAADDADDAAA 
August 4, 1961 
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